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BEFORE THE ARIZONA VETERINARY MEDICAL EXAMINING BOARD 


IN THE MATTER OF: Case No.: 19-88 
CONSENT AGREEMENT 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER 


KLAYTON LAPA, DVM 


Holder of License No. 6394 
For the practice of Veterinary 
Medicine in the State of Arizona, 


Responderi. 


In the interest of a prompt and judicious settlement of the above captioned 
matter before the Arizona State Veterinary Medical Examining Board (“Board”) 
dnd consistent with the public interest, statutory requiremenis and 
responsibilities of the Board, and pursuant to A.R.S. §32-2201 ef. seq. and A.R.S. 
§ 41-1092.07 (F}(5), the undersigned party, Klayton Lapa, DVM (“Respondent”), 
holder of license No. 6394 for the practice of veterinary medicine in Arizona 
and the Board enter into this Consent Agreement, Findings of Fact, Conclusion 


of Law and Order (‘Consent Agreement”) as final disposition of this matter. 


CONSENT AGREEMENT 


Respondent understands and agrees that: 


1. The Board has jurisdiction over Respondent and the subject matter 


pursuant to A.R.S. §32-2201, ef. seg. 


2. Respondent has the right to consult with an attorney prior to eniering into 


this Consent Agreement. Respondent has a right to a public hearing 


concerning this case. He further acknowledges that at such hearing he could 
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present evidence and cross-examine witnesses. Respondent irrevocably waives 
his right to such a hearing. 

3. Respondent irrevocably waives any right to rehearing or review or to any 
judicial review or any other appeal of these matters. 

A. The Consent Agreement, once approved by the Board and signed by the 
Respondent, shall constitute a public record, which may be disseminated as a 
formal action of the Board. Sufficient evidence exists for the Board to make the 
Findings of Fact.and Conclusions of Law set forth in the Consent Agreement. 

5. Respondent acknowledges and understands that this Consent 
Agreement will not become effective until the Board approves it and it is signed 
by the Board's Executive Director. Respondent acknowledges and agrees that 
Upon signing and returning this Consent Agreement to the Board’s Executive 
Director, Respondent may not revoke his acceptance of ihe Concer: 
Agreement or make any modifications to the document, regardless of whether 
the Consent Agreement has been issued by the Executive Director. 

6. If any part of the Consent Agreement is later declared void or otherwise 
unenforceable, the remainder of the Order in its entirety shall remain in force 
and effect. 

7. Respondent acknowledges that any violation of this Consent Agreement 
constitutes unprofessional conduct pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-2232 and may result 
in disciplinary action pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-2234. 


8. This Consent Agreement and Order is effective on the date signed by the 


Board. 
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DATED this 2%. day of OStober 2019. 


x Me Ic Zag 
layton Lapa, DVM 


FINDINGS OF FACT 


1. The Board is the duly constituted authority for the regulation and control of 
the practice of veterinary medicine in the State of Arizona. 

2. Respondent holds license No. 6394 for the practice of veterinary medicine 
in the State of Arizona. 

3. On June 1, 2019, at approximately 7:00 p.m., “Seamus,” a 6-year-old male 
Labradoodle was presented to Respondent on emergency due to a dog bite 
wound. The dog was taken to the treatment area to be triaged and obtain 
vitals. Respondent stated in his narrative that he assisted technical staff with the 
vitals and he examined the dog at that time. He noted the laceration to the 
right pinna that appeared to be full thickness but was difficult to assess due to 
the amount of blood and the dog's hair coat. The dog was placed in a kennel 
until Resoondent was ready to speak with Complainant. Upon exam, the dog 
had a weight = 20.1kgs, a temperature = 103.6 degrees, a heart rate = 140bpm 
and a respiration rate = 45rom; full thickness laceration to right pinna. While 
working on other patients, Respondent was able to observe the dog and noted 
that the bleeding seemed to have stopped and the dog was resting 
comfortably. 

4, At 10:00 p.m., Complainant asked about the dog and was told he was 


sleeping in his cage. 
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5. At 11:38 p.m., Complainant stated she was escorted to an exam room. A 
short time later, a staff member rushed into the room and told Complainant to 
grab her things and follow him. He led Complainant outside and explained that 
the dog had escaped out the front door. Complainant began calling out for 
the dog because the dog was not in eye-sight to anyone in the dark; 
approximately 10 — 15 minutes later the dog came running back and the well- 
trained dog jumped into her vehicle. Premises staff gave Complainant two 
leashes to place around the dog and the dog was brought back inside and 
placed into an exam room. Complainant stated that the dog was panting and 
tired. The escape was not documented in the medical record. 

6. After being placed in the exam room, Respondent entered and spoke 
with Complainant about the dog’s injury trom the dog bite wound. According 
to Complainant, Respondent did not touch the dog or evaluate him for further 
injury after escaping and remained seated across the room; the dog stayed 
calmly by her. Respondent advised that he believed the dog had a full 
thickness tear in the right pinna and recommended surgical repair under 
anesthesia. He stated in his narrative that he did not feel the dog was a good 
candidate for sedation due to the dog's nervous nature. Respondent also 
discussed risks of repair failure due to location. 

7. Almost an hour later, technical staff presented an estimate to 
Complainant for wound repair ($2,139.03); Complainant declined, as she 
believed the eee did not need anesthesia and that the wound could be 
handled in a more simple matter. A second estimate was presented for 
antibiotics and pain meds only, which did not include clipping and prepping 


the wound ($299.43); Complainant declined again, surprised by a treatment 
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plan that would not actually treat the wound. Complainant paid for the 
examination fee and left the premises at approximately 1:30 a.m. | 

8. After arriving home, Complainant cleaned and trimmed the laceration, 
and applied a topical antibiotic. 

9. On June 3, 2019, the dog was presented to another veterinary clinic for 
evaluation. The laceration was clipped and cleaned and closed by using 
staples. The dog was discharged with oral antibiotics and an Elizabethan collar 
($114.16). 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

10. The Findings of Fact constitute administrative violation of A.R.S. § 32-2239 
(12) as it relates to A.A.C. R3-11-501 (1) failure to provide professionally 
acceptable procedures by not documenting the dog's escape in the medical 
record or the subsequent assessment. 


ORDER 


Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, it is 


ORDERED that Respondent, License No. 6394, be issued a DECREE OF CENSURE. 


ISSUED THIS | DAY OF ffostnbe 2019. 


FOR THE BOARD: 
ARIZONA STATE VETERINARY MEDICAL EXAMINING BOARD 


Jim Loughead, Chairperson 
ye 


‘Victoria Whitmore, Executive Director 


Original of the foregoing filed 
This “7S day of Tre. 2019 with: 
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Arizona State Veterinary Medical Examining Board 
1740 W. Adams St, Ste. 4600 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 


Copy of the foregoing sage by Certified, return receipt mail 


This hs day of Watak— _, 2019 to: 


Klayton Lapa, DVM 
Address on file 
Respondent 


Copy oh the eae els aris mailed by regular mail 
This 7" day of WJaxn4— , 2019 to: 


David Stoll, Esq. 

Beaugureay, Hancock, Stoll and Schwariz, PC 
302 E. Coronado Rd 

Phoenix, Arizona 85004 


By: b Wide a 


Board Staff 
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